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DETAILED ACTION 
Response to Amendment 

1 . On page 6 of the amendment, "Claims 43-52" appears to be a typographical error, 
"Claims 43-52" should have been -claims 43-51 -since claim 52 is listed as an original 
claim 

+ 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

2. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

3. Claims 1-9, 11, 16-22, 65-71 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being 
anticipated by Miki et al (US 6,325,081) 

Miki discloses a method for washing wafer 1 02/workpiece the workpiece having a 
front/first side, an opposing back/second side, and a peripheral edge defined between 
the first and second sides, the method comprising: 

placing the workpiece in a reaction chamber 101 that includes a first chamber portion 
receiving the first side of the wafer/workpiece and a second chamber portion receiving 
the second side of the wafer/workpiece (col 7, lines 25-27; fig. 1) 

supplying a first fluid 103 to the first chamber portion to expose the front/first side to 
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the first fluid while excluding at least a major portion of the second side from exposure 
to the first fluid (col 7, lines 25-30; fig. 1 ) 

supplying a second fluid 104 to the second chamber portion to expose the 
back/second side to the second fluid, wherein at least one of the first and second fluids 
comprises an etchant for removal an oxide film from an exposed surface portion of the 
workpiece (col 7, lines 25-30; col 8, lines 59-65) 

Regarding claims 2, 18, 67, Miki discloses that first and second fluids are supplied 
concurrently to the front/first and back/second sides of the wafer/workpiece (col 7, lines 
39-41) 

Regarding claim 3, Miki discloses the first and second fluids are supplied at 
differing time periods (table 5) 

Regarding claims 4-5, 71 , fig. 1 1 of Miki shows that the edges on the front and back of 
the wafer are exposed to the fluid 

Regarding claim 6, Miki discloses using inert gas/nitrogen with the fluid (col 10, lines 
39-41) 

Regarding claim 7, Miki discloses performing a washing/aqueous rinse (col 10, lines 1- 
5) 

Regarding claims 8-9, Miki discloses using an etchant comprises HF acid supplied at a 
level and hydrogen peroxide/oxidizing agent (col 8, lines 43-45) 
Regarding claim 11, Miki discloses using ozone with the HF (col 9, lines 55-56) 
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Regarding claim 16, fig. 1 1 of Miki shows that the first fluid is excluded from a major 
portion of the back/second side, the first fluid can be removed from outlets in the 
chamber proximate to the edge of the wafer 

Regarding claim 17, fig. 1 1 of Miki also shows that the front/first side of the wafer is 
sealed from the back/second side 

Regarding claims 19, 22, fig. 1 1 of Miki shows that the chamber has separate 
portions/members in a housing 

Regarding claims 20-21 , 66, fig. 1 1 of Miki shows that the chamber members are 
rotated/spun together on a substrate holder while supplying fluids to the wafer 
Regarding claim 68, Miki discloses performing a step of washing/rinsing the wafer (col 
10, lines 4-5) 

Regarding claim 69, Miki discloses the step of spinning the wafer to dry the wafer (col 
10, lines 40-45) 

Regarding claim 70, Miki discloses spraying the wafer with inert gas (col 10, lines 40- 
43) 



4. Claims 26-27, 31 -34 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 02(e) as being anticipated by 
Mikietal (US 6,325,081) 

Miki discloses a method for washing wafer 1 02/workpiece the workpiece having a 
front/first side, an opposing back/second side, and a peripheral edge defined between 
the first and second sides, the method comprising: 
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placing the workpiece in a reaction chamber 101 that includes a first chamber portion 
receiving the first side of the wafer/workpiece and a second chamber portion receiving 
the second side of the wafer/workpiece (col 7, lines 25-27; fig. 1 ) 

supplying a first fluid 103 to the first chamber portion to expose the front/first side to 
the first fluid while excluding at least a major portion of the second side from exposure 
to the first fluid (col 7, lines 25-30; fig. 1 ), the first fluid comprises an etchant for removal 
an oxide film from an exposed surface portion of the workpiece (col 7, lines 25-30; col 8, 
lines 59-65) 

Regarding claim 27, Miki discloses exposing the edge of the back/second side to the 
first fluid (fig. 1) 

Regarding claim 31 , Miki discloses using an etchant comprises HF acid supplied at a 
level to remove oxide (col 8, lines 43-65) 

Regarding claim 32, fig. 1 1 of Miki shows that the chamber has separate 
portions/members in a housing 

Regarding claims 33-34, fig. 1 1 of Miki shows that the chamber members are 
rotated/spun together on a substrate holder while supplying fluids to the wafer 

5. Claim 52 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by Miki et al (US 
6,325,081) 

Miki discloses a method for washing wafer 102/workpiece the workpiece having a 
front/first side, an opposing back/second side, and a peripheral edge defined between 
the first and second sides, the method comprising: 
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placing the workpiece in a reaction chamber 101 (col 7, lines 25-27; fig. 1) 
supplying a first fluid 103 to the first chamber portion to expose the front/first side to 

the first fluid while excluding at least a major portion of the back/second side from 

exposure to the first fluid (col 7, lines 25-30; fig. 1 ) 

6. Claim 53-55 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by Miki et al 
(US 6,325,081) 

Miki discloses a method for washing wafer 1 02/workpiece the workpiece having a 
front/first side, an opposing back/second side, and a peripheral edge defined between 
the first and second sides, the method comprising: 

placing the wafer/workpiece in a reaction chamber 101 that includes a first chamber 
portion receiving the first side of the wafer/workpiece and a second chamber portion 
receiving the second side of the wafer/workpiece, a perimeter portion receiving the edge 
of the wafer, a fluid outlet 103 proximates the edge of the wafer (col 7, lines 25-27; fig. 
D 

supplying a first fluid 103 to the first chamber portion to expose the front/first side to 
the first fluid while excluding at least a major portion of the back/second side from 
exposure to the first fluid, the first fluid flow through the outlet 103 in the edge portion of 
the wafer (col 7, lines 25-30; fig. 1 ) 

Regarding claims 54-55, Miki discloses exposing the edge of the wafer to the first and 
second fluids (fig. 1) 
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7. Claim 56-59 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by Miki et al 
(US 6,325,081) 

Miki discloses a method for washing wafer 102/workpiece the workpiece having a 
front/first side, an opposing back/second side, and a peripheral edge defined between 
the first and second sides, the method comprising: 

placing the wafer/workpiece in a reaction chamber 101 that includes a first chamber 
portion receiving the first side of the wafer/workpiece and a second chamber portion 
receiving the second side of the wafer/workpiece, a perimeter portion receiving the edge 
of the wafer (col 7, lines 25-27; fig. 1 ) 
supplying a first fluid 103 to the first chamber portion to expose the front/first side to 
the first fluid while excluding at least a major portion of the back/second side from 
exposure to the first fluid, the first fluid flow through the outlet 103 in the edge portion of 
the wafer (col 7, lines 25-30; fig. 1), the fluid flows out through the outlet in the edge of 
the chamber (fig. 1 1 ) 

Regarding claim 57, Miki discloses that the back/second side of the wafer is excluded 
from the first fluid (fig. 1 ) 

Regarding claim 58, fig. 1 1 of Miki also shows that the front/first side of the wafer is 
sealed from the back/second side 

Regarding claim 59, Miki discloses that first and second fluids are supplied 
concurrently to the front/first and back/second sides of the wafer/workpiece (col 7, lines 
39-41) 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

8. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

This application currently names joint inventors. In considering patentability of 

the claims under 35 U.S.C. 103(a), the examiner presumes that the subject matter of 

the various claims was commonly owned at the time any inventions covered therein 

were made absent any evidence to the contrary. Applicant is advised of the obligation 

under 37 CFR 1 .56 to point out the inventor and invention dates of each claim that was 

not commonly owned at the time a later invention was made in order for the examiner to 

consider the applicability of 35 U.S.C. 103(c) and potential 35 U.S.C. 102(e), (f) or (g) 

prior art under 35 U.S.C. 103(a). 

10. Claims 13-14 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Miki 
et al. (US 6,325,081) in view of Linn et al (US 2002/0189640) 

Miki method has been described above. Unlike the instant claimed inventions as per 
claims 13-14, Miki fails to discloses using the etchant comprises sulfuric, hydrogen 
peroxide/ HF and HCI 

Linn discloses a method for wafer cleaning comprises the step of using etchant 
comprises sulfuric and hydrogen peroxide/ HF and HCI (col 2, paragraph 0012-0013) 

Hence, one skilled in the art at the time the invention was made would have found it 
obvious to modify Miki method by using the etchant as per Linn because Linn discloses 
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that etchants comprises sulfuric and hydrogen peroxide/ HF and HCI are conventional 
employed cleaning solution to clean silicon wafer (col 2, paragraph 0012) 

9. Claim 15 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Miki et al. 
(US 6,325,081) in view of Hara et al (US 6,451,696) 

Miki method has been described above. Unlike the instant claimed invention as per 
claim 15, Miki fails to discloses using the etchant comprises HF and nitric acid 

Hara discloses a method for reclaiming wafer comprises the step of using etchant 
comprises HF and nitric acid (col 3, lines 25-30) 

One skilled in the art at the time the invention was made would have found it obvious 
to modify Miki method by using etchant comprises HF and nitric acid as per Hara 
because Hara discloses that a mixture of HF and nitric acid is useful for removal of 
surfaces layers having complicated film configuration and composition (col 3, lines 25- 
28) 

10. Claims 23-24, 28 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Miki et al. (US 6,325,081) in view of Linn et al (US 2002/0189640) 

Miki method has been described above. Unlike the instant claimed inventions as per 
claims 23-24, 28, Miki fails to disclose using the first fluid/etchant to partially etch the 
metal film of copper from the front/first side of the wafer 

Linn discloses a method for wafer cleaning comprises the step of using an etchant 
comprises of HF to remove copper form a wafer surface (col 1 , paragraph 0005) 
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Hence, one skilled in the art at the time the invention was made would have found it 
obvious to employ Miki method to partially remove copper in view of Linn teaching 
because Linn discloses that an aqueous solution of HF and HCI enhances metal 
removal (paragraph 0005) 

11. Claims 29-30 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Miki 
et al. (US 6,325,081) in view of Ohkawa (US 6,326,657) 

Miki method has been described above. Unlike the instant claimed inventions as per 
claims 29-30, Miki fails to disclose treating the first, second side and perimeter edge of 
the wafer with the first and second fluid to remove cobalt contaminants 

Ohkawa discloses a method for manufacturing semiconductor device comprises the 
step of removing cobalt from a silicon surface with HF (col 7, lines 36-39) 

Since Miki discloses removing metallic contaminants in his method of cleaning using 
fluid such as HF (col 10, lines 1 5-20), one skilled in the art at the time the invention was 
made would have found it obvious to employ Miki method to remove cobalt 
contaminants in view of Ohkawa teaching because Ohkawa discloses that the cobalt 
film is removed using HF (col 7, lines 36-38) 

Allowable Subject Matter 

12. Claims 10, 12 are objected to as being dependent upon a rejected base claim, but 
would be allowable if rewritten in independent form including all of the limitations of the 
base claim and any intervening claims. 
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Response to Arguments 

13. Applicant's arguments filed 1 2/21/2005 have been fully considered but they are 
not persuasive. 

The applicants argue that Miki is not prior art to the present claims under ; 102(e) or 
any other patent statute because Miki's effective 102(e) date is May 17, 1999. This 
effective date of the Miki reference did not change with The Intellectual Property and 
High Technology Technical Amendments Act of 2002 since the International Application 
to which Miki claims priority was filed before November 29, 2000. Thus, the earliest 
effective date of the Miki reference is the May 17, 1999. As can be seen from the priority 
claim of the present application (as shown in the filed Declaration, the application itself 
and as reflected in the Official Filing Receipt for the present application), Applicant's 
subject claims have a priority date as far back as March 13th 1998. This argument is 
unpersuasive because while it is true that the earliest effective date of the Miki 
reference is the May 17, 1999, it is also true that the priority claim of the instant 
application discloses that the present application is a division of U.S Patent Application 
No. 09/672,572 tiled September 28, 2000, now U.S. Patent No. 6,632,292, which is 
incorporated herein by reference, which is a continuation-in-part of copending U.S. 
Patent Application NO 09/437,926 filed November 10, 1999, now U.S Patent No. 

6,413,436 U.S Patent No. 6,350,319). It is noted that the MPEP section 2133.01 

states " When applicant files a continuation-in-part whose claims are not supported by 
the parent application, the effective filing date is the filing date of the child CI P . Any prior 
art disclosing the invention or an obvious variant thereof having a critical reference date 
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more than 1 year prior to the filing date of the child will bar the issuance of a paten 
under 35 U.S.C. 102(b). Paperless Accounting v. Bay Area Rapid Transit System, 804 
F.2d 659, 665, 231 USPQ 649, 653 (Fed. Cir. 1986)". Since the present application is a 
division of U.S Patent Application No. 09/672,572 (Child) filed September 28, 2000, now 
U.S. Patent No. 6,632,292, which is incorporated herein by reference, which is a 
continuation-in-part of copending U.S. Patent Application NO 09/437,926 (Parent) filed 
November 10, 1999, accordingly, the effective filing date is the filing date of the child 
September 28, 2000. Thus, the examiner considers the priority date of this application is 
September 28, 2000. Therefore, the rejection of claims 1-9, 11, 16-22, 65-71 under 35 
U.S.C 102(e) and 13-14 under 35 U.S.C 103(a) based on the reference of Miki are 
maintained because the Miki reference (filing date May 17, 1999) is still qualified as 
prior art under 35 U.S.C 102(e) against the present claims 

14. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1 .1 36(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
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the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 



Conclusion 

1 5. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Lan Vinh whose telephone number is 571 272 1471. 
The examiner can normally be reached on M-F 8:30-5:30 PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Nadine Norton can be reached on 571 272 1465. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 




LV 

February 10, 2006 



